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Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin and Mr.
FOSSELLA changed their vote from
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’

So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated against:

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No.
355 I was unavoidably detained. Had I been
present, I would have voted ‘‘nay.’’

f

AUTHORIZING THE CLERK TO
MAKE CORRECTIONS IN EN-
GROSSMENT OF H.R. 2944, DIS-
TRICT OF COLUMBIA APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2002

Mr. KNOLLENBERG. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that the Clerk
be authorized to make technical cor-
rections and other conforming changes
in the engrossment of H.R. 2944 to re-
flect the actions of the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
ISAKSON). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

PERMISSION FOR PERMANENT SE-
LECT COMMITTEE ON INTEL-
LIGENCE TO HAVE UNTIL MID-
NIGHT, WEDNESDAY, SEP-
TEMBER 26, 2001 TO FILE A RE-
PORT ON H.R. 2883, INTEL-
LIGENCE AUTHORIZATION ACT
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2002

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that the Permanent Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence may
have until midnight tomorrow night,
September 26, 2001, to file a report on
the bill (H.R. 2883) to authorize appro-
priations for fiscal year 2002 for intel-
ligence and intelligence-related activi-
ties of the United States Government,
the Community Management Account,
and the Central Intelligence Agency
Retirement and Disability System, and
for other purposes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Florida?

There was no objection.
f

DEFENSE PRODUCTION ACT
AMENDMENTS OF 2001

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to take from the Speak-
er’s table the bill (H.R. 2510) to extend
the expiration date of the Defense Pro-
duction Act of 1950, and for other pur-
poses, with a Senate amendment there-
to, and concur in the Senate amend-
ment with an amendment.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The Clerk read the Senate amend-

ment, as follows:
Senate amendment:
Page 2, strike out all after line 8 down to

and including line 14 and insert ‘‘2002’’.
SEC. 3. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Section 711(b) of the Defense Production
Act of 1950 (50 U.S.C. App. 2161(b)) is amended
by striking ‘‘2001’’ and inserting ‘‘2002’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without

objection, the Senate amendment is
agreed to, and a motion to reconsider
is laid on the table.

There was no objection.
f

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks on
H.R. 2510, the legislation just passed,
and to insert extraneous material on
the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.
f

VACATING PROCEEDINGS ON H.R.
2510, DEFENSE PRODUCTION ACT
AMENDMENTS OF 2001

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the previous action of the
House on H.R. 2510 will be vacated.

There was no objection.
f

DEFENSE PRODUCTION ACT
AMENDMENTS OF 2001

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to take from the Speak-
er’s table the bill (H.R. 2510) to extend
the expiration date of the Defense Pro-
duction Act of 1950, and for other pur-
poses, with a Senate amendment there-
to, and concur in the Senate amend-
ment with an amendment.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The Clerk read the Senate amend-

ment, as follows:
Senate amendment:
Page 2, strike out all after line 8 down to

and including line 14 and insert ‘‘2002’’.
SEC. 3. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

Section 711(b) of the Defense Production
Act of 1950 (50 U.S.C. App. 2161(b)) is amended
by striking ‘‘2001’’ and inserting ‘‘2002’’.

The Clerk read the House amendment
to the Senate amendment, as follows:

House amendment to Senate amendment:
Line 3, strike ‘‘2002’’ and insert ‘‘2003’’.
Line 7, strike ‘‘2002’’ and insert ‘‘2003’’.

Mr. OXLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in
strong support for the reauthorization of the
Defense Production Act and the amendment
that will be adopted by the House today. As
you are aware, the Defense Production Act
gives the President important emergency pow-
ers to ensure that industry produces needed
material during times of military or civil emer-
gencies.

Unfortunately, with the events of September
11, we find ourselves in the midst of both. The
President’s authority under the DPA expires
on Sunday, and it is important that we renew
these powers during this critical period in our
Nation’s history.

The House passed a clean 3-year reauthor-
ization on September 5. The Senate returned
the bill to us late Friday night, limiting the
President’s authority to only one year. With
the clock ticking, we don’t want to be back in
this same position next year. Therefore, in the
best spirit of compromise, we are amending
the Senate bill and splitting the difference—ex-
tending the DPA for 2 years. I know that some
of my colleagues in the other body have some
concerns about the powers granted to the
President under the DPA, and particularly in
how they have been used in the past. They
have my assurance that we will look closely at
those concerns in the interim, and make
changes where they are necessary.

I want to thank Chairman KING, and ranking
members LAFALCE and MALONEY for their help
in moving this bipartisan legislation forward. I
urge my colleagues to support this bill and this
amendment.

Mr. LAFALCE. Mr. Speaker, I want to ex-
press my strong support for the extension of
the Defense Production Act for a two-year pe-
riod. I also want to commend the Chairman of
the Financial Services Committee, as well as
the Chairman and Ranking Member of the
subcommittee on Domestic Monetary Policy,
for their vigilance and bi-partisanship in ensur-
ing that these statutes are extended prior to
expiration.

Clearly, this body would have preferred a 3-
year extension of the Act, as reflected in the
earlier legislation already passed in the
House. However, it is also clear that a 2-year
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